evidence, it is apparent that the violations are indeed "sig-
nificant and substantial."  See Secretary v. U.S. Steel Min-
ing Co., Inc., 6 FMSHRC 1866 (1984) affirming similar "sig-
nificant and substantial" violations of the permissibility
standards.  The violations were in any event also "signifi-
cant and substantial" based on the uncontested evidence that
electrical shock and electrocution were reasonably likely
from water seepage into the cited electrical compartments
and the resulting short circuiting.

While there is also evidence that some of the equipment
was furnished with methane monitors which, if properly func-
tioning, will trigger a warning light at a 1 percent concen-
tration of methane and cut off power to the equipment upon
the presence of 2 percent methane, it is not disputed that
these monitors can and do malfunction.  Explosive concentra-
tions of methane could also reach the exposed electrical
compartments before reaching the methane monitor.  Under the
circumstances, I do not find the existence of methane moni-
tors to be sufficient to negate the "significant and substan-
tial" findings made herein.

According to Inspector Dupree, the large number of per-
missibility violations at the Camp No. 2 Mine was quite un-
usual and reflected a totally inadequate maintenance program.
Indeed, Dupree found that 70 percent of the violations were
the result of loose bolts on the cover plates.  Moreover,
even after several permissibility violations were cited on
the first day of his inspection, thereby giving notice to
the mine operator of this deficiency, the violations never-
theless continued.  I agree with Dupree's evaluation and I
conclude that these factors warrant a finding of significant
negligence.  In addition, with respect to Citation Nos.
2338143, 2338144, 2338145, 2338147, 2338151, 2338153,
2338156, 2338157, 2338703, and 2338710, and Order No.
2338711, the undisputed evidence is that the bolts and lock
washers holding the cover plates onto the electrical compart-
ments were loose, protruding, and clearly visible.  It could
reasonably be inferred from these obvious conditions that
the cover plates were also loose, unsafe, and in violation
of the cited standard.  Accordingly, for this additional
reason, I find that the noted violations were the result of
significant negligence.

In addition, with respect to Citation No. 2338146, it
is undisputed that the cover plate over the electrical com-
partment had rusted to such an extent that the cover had to
be replaced.  It is further undisputed that the amount of
rust observed could have accumulated only after a lapse of
3 or 4 months.  Accordingly, the deteriorated condition
should have been detected during the weekly electrical in-
spections.  Therefore it may reasonably be inferred that
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